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ABSTRACT ; v 

The relationship between the 'recent population growth 
in nonmetropolitan areas and race is analyzed in ^his paper. Despite 
several years of resea&ch on numerous aspects of the population 
tufniround, little is known about the role ot aversion, to particular 
racial groups in the shift, the degree to which many of the 
quality-of^life decisions given for moving contain racial overtones-* 
*or the involvement of blacks in the new migration, Examination of the 
^aqial composition of population growth in 75 Midwestern counties 
that have experienced substantial urban-to-rural migration shows that 
the immigrant stream is predominantly .white. Analysis of the .reasons 
for moving given by a sample of these urbin-to-rural migrants clearly 
points to the importance- of non-economic motivations that can be 
interpreted as having - racial overtones, Such issues as "busing " ' 
urban crime," and "undesirable conditions in the city" may well be 
code words masking.' direct expressions of , racial views. The paper ends 
by; suggesting some means of exploring the hypothesis that 
racially-motivated aversion isV implicated in the new migration to 
rural areas, { CMC ) • - - v ^ 
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ABSTRACT 



j This paper examines, first, tha racial composition of population 

• •* ■■■■ f ■ :. ! \ 

growth in 7* Midwestern counties wjiich have - experienced " substantial : 



^m^gra t ipn ^and concludes that the inmi gran t stream is predominantly 
wtite, Second," the paper examined the reasons for migration-given by a 
sample- of urban-to-tural migrants^ to those counties. In absence of 
frequeht reference to race as ah jissue by migrants who .give anti-urban 

la by suggesting some means of explorin 



reasons for moving, the" pap 



er endi 



the hypothesis that^racial aversion is implicated in the new migration 
to rural ares, . 



■ r:-<:--!: Research, Note o\ No metropolitan Population-.Increase, " \ . ^ ■"; 
Vy. th ^ Attractiveness of Rural Living, and Race. • 
\'~' ■ . , "-..'.v '•>, '' ; . ' ■ > INTRODUCTION / ;>~ l ;V-''T, I'"'/.'- ' 

,, V;. The. considerable body of- research on'.the recent resurgence of 
■. population growth;, in many nonmetropolitan areas has es tab! ished the fact 
that many of jthe inaigrants, . largely epming from the' cities, moved for 
''environmental"^ In Contrast' to the . "I 

earlier movement people ,t6 : the ; dd^ in whicK: ecqLie' V \ 
opportunities and the attractions of, an urban lifestyle wcr« dominant, 
v the turnaround^ in migration is apparantly influenced by the perceived \ 
attractiveness of rural living and a corresponding disenchantment with 
in vthe cityrCsee e.j., Blackwood and'darpenter, 197^). • ^ . ' .' 
j ,\, Since Seal (1975) first pointed out the emergence of what came to ' 

be referred to as the "new migratlori;* or "population turnaround" there 
. have been extensive analyses of the ; >easons underlying this phenomenon 
. and the composition 0< g^n^ urban-to-rural stream. These results have 
Wen widely published. More recently, . attention ■has focused on ia 
variety of impact anA consequence issues, and on 'speculations about V 
continuation of the trend into the future. ^Throughout this evolution of^ 
the research agenda, one topic seems to have been widely taken for 
granted but seldom treated explicitly. That topic is the role of race 
. in the new. migration. Questions are sometimes^* is ed about whether the 
shift has racial overtones, but researchers have been relatively silent, 
while the media have made speculative comments. 
. The more popular media, in reporting on the "reasons, underlying the 

• t : r ' ind ' hAVn not <»voide>\he suggestion that race was an 'issue, although ' 
admittedly not the ma jor driving' force behind the shift. A' comment from ' 
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a Time coyer story illustrates the media view; "Behind the migrants 
vision someames lurks a di a Curbing aversion,, an unspoken desire to gat 



away from the' increasingly black urban centers" (Time/ 1976! 56) . Other 
media have^ ref^rrga |o "racial tension iti scjj&dls"' CWittneif, ,1975:31), a 
v desire to-move to a "more wholesome environment for many young families" 
(Merrill , 1982:7),, to get away .from neighborhoods that are "getting 
•tough" .( lj»S. Hews and World Report , 1975:49), to "avoid crime a, ' me - 
fear pf erime" and "deteriorating public schools" ( Newsweek , 1901:29), 

Discussion of the turnaround in the media, has a clearly racial aspect, 

' ,. .' r ** . t : • . ■ . > ' • * ' • • 

Virtually" no specific data exist with which, to evaluate these media 

■ \ ■ • % i ^ i ■ ■ ■ ^ r , 

impresslpns . ^ Surveys have shown that people are moving for a h o'st of 
"erivironmental" or "quaU >nd many of. the migrants' 

responses to q.ues tions have provided statements which could easily be 
' inte^retea in raciAl context,^ It has' not boon unreasonable to assume 
that racial undercurrents wets being expressed in survey responses 
citing such things as "neighborhood decline" or "rapidly changing 
neighborhoods," "crime JLn the streets,", "safety far children," 
Vdo'teTiortftion of schools," or "busing" as reasons for moving to 
nomnci tropo l.i tan areas . However,- there has been no direct assessment of 
the importance of race in such responses. To be even mora explicit, 
there has been no direct -inquiry into the extent to which fine turnaround 
is a variant of "white/flight." 

• . • _ •• • •■ . . i' 

Several basic demographic facts have been ignored in analyses of 

the new migration. *It is the case, first, that many of the major urban V 

centers in the rUni ted States have become dominant ly black in the central 

city areas (Zuiches and Brown, 1982:61) . And second, it is also the 

case that rural areas have experienced substantially more increase in 



"white than in black population" in : *\y&£vs 3ar ha, 1975:53^54)* 
Putting the two demographic facts ch^r * i in ing them with spec- 

ulation about motives for migrati -(] ^d * u o » plausible assumption 

f . ./ - . ■ " 

that the new growth in many ruraJ ^ s s jnly dominated by whites^ 

but is also quite possibly a var r ues Tni^te flight" from the city. 

population growth in the rural MirvjJ; ? a white phenomenon with poss ible 
racial .undercurrents . The analysis will more- circumstantial than 
directly analytical because direct evidence on the racial, composition of 
the urban-to-rual migration stream is lacking. Available data on .motives, 
for migration will also be examined^, with, special attention to next steps 
in. that area of research. _ " 



The purpose of this paper is . ^ . -e, the exte^n%%to which renewed 



TURNAROUND MIGRATION AND RACE . ' 

the analyses which, follow are based on recent census data for eoun^ 
ties in the North Central Region , and on results from a survey of 501 
urban-to-rural migrants in the .region (Sofranko and Williams, 1980) . The 
survey focused on the 75 high net inraigration nonme tropolitan counties of 
the Reg i oh , those which "had experienced at least 10 percent net inmigra- * 
tion between 1.970 and 1975. While the thrust of the study was concerned 
with* migran ts '„ decision— making , it also provided cons iderable information 
about the places migrants were ^leaving. x * A majority of the urban migrants 

'i ' ■' / ■ ; •• - .' . ^ 

came from within the North Central Region s and most originated ^n three 
major cities (Chicago , "Detroit , and St. Louis) • Seventy-five percent of 
the forban- to rural migrants identified their former residences as lyings 



within the boundaries of large urban places, with the remainder stemming 

■ " v . . . . ; *\ '-= ■'■ ■ ■,= . -. ". . ■■ '. ■ (. 

from smaller places" within SMSA's. 'Thirty-four percent indicated origins 

,'■»•■-'-• . ' - * * ***.'=■ * ■ • ■ i 

within cities of at least 250,000 population, and nearly half indicated 
they had moved for a variety of "environmental" or "quality-of =lif e" 
reasons. One would thus expect that, conditions in their former 
metropolitan- 7 residences would have helped shape migration decisions. Oari 
it a be demonstrated , however, that the rur a 1- to-urban migrant stream is 
predominantly white? "* ' '■ v = 

Racial Composition of High Growth Rural Areas / 

- Recent census data permit one 1 to -determine "whether rural bounties 
which are known to have experienced high tfet inmigration in recent years 
u t^ave been gaining population classified as whiter and black at th# same or 
at different rates* Total population* gain is obviously not the same as . 
gain through net migration, but -changes in the facial composition of 
growth cop n^je^provide a basis for making tentative inferences about the 
racial cpbporfi-lfiiori of the immigrant stream, If, for example , a rural - 



-county->has b^en^xperi^ncing substantial net inmigration, but shows 
liftle inereasV-ip black population from 1970 to 1980 >f one can infer that 
the immigrant sxwere predominantly white . ^ *, ■* ■ 

Data on race were obtained for the 75 high growth counties from the 



1970 Census of Population and c from Advance Reports of the 1980 Census of 
Population, Thes^data" permitted tabulations o£ change in total 
population between 1970 antj 1980 and change in numbers by race , (Tatjle 

1 ):-■-"■ - . v * . ,V =. 



Table 1 about heM 
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: • . tt . 7i ht*; growth" W'" M .» .v«.g.' -i*. * 
.JWr.-U.to 16,560 W >M0. ; «os t of the .cities, were e nti*^^, 
„ ral in 1970, ..inorit, were -J..... * -.«opoUt.n c«nti..,,«ny '. - 
W r.^'i»-,U. f™ 2.221 W.«M*» i? Their .rowth.r.te pf 

„;, percept .for the' decade .er.lv confir.. tee- r.tioo.1. for th R r . .. 
ielertion .. high growth: o 0 untie S in. ^.oerlier .t«*. . ', 

. • •• , . . - ,,,-ai and small town Midwestern, 

Given the^ general perception of the rural and • 

■ ; ' • " -it tm ani the documented dec Line in 

population a« almost exclusively white, and fne % . 

: V ' . f fche nonme'tropolitan population (Barabba, 

the minority component ot Me nonm^. v . , . 

•'• . ■ * - ■". t A f-\i -*y Me - erowth conn tie:;' population - 
1975:53-54) ? we Had ^expected that: tip growcn ^ , . . ; , ,, •' 

' * ' , . , A uv,; re Whan population 'gain was' : , 

increase would- be , almost exclusively^ white. Whan p P 

<;alcul ated by'race and expressed ns a ' r^e .however , these expectations ; 
we „ not support 75 .^U^.P-^H ^ ^ ' 

29 ,1 percent from 1970 to 1980V but the^l^ population had -aiso , 
increased by 2 9.1 percent (Table 1) • ^provide perspective on the rates 
/ o£ population increase far the two raeial .atesorie, one must 
V iat tine total biak population of tb> ^ -nties .as 4,649 i» 1970 , 

an d that this total had increased to only 6,002 in 1980,,as shown in 
' T ; bl e 1. In contrast;^ white population of the sample .counties had . 
' increased from 941,986 in 1970 to 1.216.233 in 1980. One'^parceptron of 
- rural Midwestern eountie^s^minantly white ^'composition is therefore 

• ■ is equally clear that population increase in the 

strongly supported. It is equally. . 

. wl - rr.Wn.nti, whit.. ^.-pl.^oantU, gained 

28 4,738 people during the aec.de, and therefore oni, 1,353 hLche in 

that total (Table 1).*. ' • , - 
■ ? Int erpret.tionof *l.=e POp U l.tion growth .in the 7f counties 
•' • £ „„ i,70 to I,* «n.t ieWbe ce.pered bv the f.ct that the relatively 
' .«.!, hl,ce portion of these coontiee i. undent, . di.trihnted. In 
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1970, for example, the distribution of- blacks in 1 the sample counties . 
ranged from six counties with no blacks at all, to one county with % .,, 
black population of 1 ,27/r. In 1980 there were seven counties without •.' 
blacks, racing up to a single ebunty with 1,285 blacks. The r latter * * 
alone accounts for 21 t 4 percent of the total 1980 black population in • 
the 75 counties. 'Change in the black population of the sample count. ion 
as also very unevenly distributed, A third of the counties, actually lost 
black population from 1970 to 1980. More dramatic is the' fact that 83 
percent^ of the total increase in, black population for the decade was 
concentrated in just five of the 75 counties (Table 2). When the latter 
five bounties are set aside, the increase in bl ado population for the* 
remaining 70 counties turns out to be just 6.0 percent fop the decade 
hardly suggestive of heavy immigration.. We draw the obvious conclusion 
that the apparently rapid increase in black population in the 75 sample 
counties during the 1970 , a is highly 'concentrated; If blacks are part of 
the migratory flow to nonmetropolitan counties, j.t is not a pervasive 
phenomenon . ... » ' . ■=;*=.•'. ,. 1 ■ 

Table 2 about here 
A closer examination of the five counties capturing 83 percent of 
the black population growth for the decade brings to light soma further 
interesting facts. The black population of those five counties more than 
doubled, over Che decade, gaining at the' rite of 125.6 percent, as shown 

" .. - la ' ■ , . = ■ * * " 

in Table 2, .It seemed likely that special circumstances . would have to 
He behind such substantial rates o£ increase, and that proved to be the 
case. One of the counties* has a state college with a significant black 
enrollment. The other four counties have prisons. The latter f our ' . ', 
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counties account for 55 ,3 ; .percent* fo the total 1970-80 gain in black 
population for the entire sample of .counties • On census day, 80.3 
percent of the 1980 black population of those four counties was 
classified as inmates of institutions, ' A s u6 s t ant i a 1 fraction of the 
1970 to 1980 increase in black population in the North Central Region 1 s 
rapidly growing no moat ro poll tan counties can, therefore, be attributed to 
involuntary migration to correctional institutions. In general, these 
results illustrate the role of colleges in nonme tropoli tan population 
growth which Fuguitt and Beal (1978:19) have documented, arid also suggest 
that, correctional institutions may play at least a specialized role, in 
such growth* ' * 

Motivations of Urban to Rural Migrants 9 ; 

s If whites dominate in Midwestern urban-to-rural migration, is race 

given as a reason for migration? Data presented in Table 3 show a 

breakdown the main reasons* Midwest 'migrants gave for leaving 

metropolitan areas e Environmental "push" reasons, .those citing some 

negative feature of the place of origin, are somewhat more prominent than 

the employment category which has figured so heavily in previous 

explanations of migration (Ritchey, 1976, Greenwood, 1975) e 

Nevertheless, "-push" factors represent only about a fourth of 'all 

reasons, A quick examination of Table 3 shows thai:, a majority of the 

migrants gave reasons for which there is no apparent racial motif* 

Employment, ties in .the destination area, attractions* in 'rural residences 

(environmental "pull" factors), retirement, and other unique reasons^ ■ 

; -It. ».■*...-. " ' 

account for ^almost three-fourths of a#i reasons given, "it is not likely 

that most of these responses directly reflect urb^ari, racial conditions. 
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• ' . / ; Tables 3 and 4 about here : 

' * * ' *W ' " - • " ' ' '■ - ' . * ■ ' " * ■ V 

It is among the^environmental "push" reasons (26 percent e=rf th€ 



IB 

total)' that one would be most likely to detect racially directs— d - " 
responses. These are scrutinized more closely in Table 4. Ertv— ironmental 
"push" reaons were defined as .those which mentioned spue undegL rabie 
aspect of the former .residence as the basis for the deddon" to move. 
Respondents 1 reasons were coded as being either \genetal atateme tits' ' 
critical of the; former residence, or as specific, that ta menfci -onirig 
specific negative features. Almost half of the * , pu5h 11 reasons —were non- 
specific. Very few respondents specifically mentioned a racial reason as 
the main reason "for moving (see also Long and Hansefl, 19?6'6) , r^>ut £hat 
does not preclude race from being an issue in soma of the other ~ 
mentioned reasons. That phis is a possibility is shown in th% verbatim 

comments illustrating these reasons in Table 4- Race lb probablTly an 

\ / , . . • • ■ • • / . .• r 

underlying 'element in the "crime/safety! 1 category, the 

• * . * • > "... , 

"overcrowding/congestion" category, and perhaps to cha ''icbool : 

quality/busing" area as wel^ What is apparent trt the verbatim — comments 

is the mixing of .race with other specific objections to urban IfSving. 

Detailed examinations of how race figures in the turnaround wilEX have to* 

unravel the racial component in mixed motive responses, 

" SUMMARY AND IMPLICATIONS FOR RESEARCH 

• Th is P^P^ has examined several aspects of the tm&ly acce=pted but 

largely unan^aly zed relationship between the recent pQp/lation cu^rnaround 

. . r : ■ ^ ' u ' - ■ ■ ■ f. .* 

and race. ^Despite a backl,og of several pari worth ol research on 

- t ■ . . 

numerous aspects of the turnaround, little is known about the ro- le of 
racial aversion in the shift, th^degree to which many of the £u_ .a 1 i ty-of- 



lif# reasons migrants give f qr Roving con tai ? racial overtone a",; d* of the 
invo.vement of blacks .> the- new migration., > e present «tudy dr.,»^.s on' 
both secondary and survey data from the' Midwest to argue '.that. l\L;« I may 
indeed be more than a casual connection between urban-to-rura 1. ro i n rl avion ■ 
and rare. . •', '*." > _ '. vi 'V !* 

■ Data from the 1980 CeVaus 'demonstrated" that population Uei^i»mJ in . 
75^ Midwestern nonmetrdpoiitan growth counties is predominantly whiter, a « ' 
. expected. ■ Census data also demonstrated that the numerically m&U black 
•population increase in the growth 1 counties could' largely be A CO unCe=d for 
by the presence of a col lege in one county, and by prisons in four other 
counties. Black migration to rural growth areas is clearly not ' 
pervasive. ' Much of it. seems to be involuntary and' one must treat eh^at as 
, a special ease. By inference, then, Vrban-ee-rijral migration in eJie* " ' 

Midwest is predominantly white. , . '. •" 

• Why^ has the raca" issue bien overlookid in raiMtch on the 

turnaround? One reason for the oversight, may well be the fact that t the 
considerable attention 'to migrants' motivations has been directed \o, the 
broad d.ueatidn: , are' the new migrants 1 ' 'motivations different front tp« ' " 
.traditional job-related, motivations' that are. so .prominent in the , V 
migration research literature? The survey data Analysed .iri'this papas r/ •'• 
clearly point to . the importance of noneconomic isotivation.-; . - But race— * 
does riot emerge as an iasu/at that level of questioning, .and perbapsjs 
should not be expected to surface because of hesitancy to volant,^' 
information about racial views . * * 'V; ', 

It is true that many of the noneconomic;* t 'uiona-.tot. moving «hi<sh 
migrants cite , ^an be interpreted as having, racial overtones . ; Such is, sues 
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' ^ "busing, 1 : " 

e onIy speculate about hiddsn meanings, however^ The wiser course would v 
be recognize that race is a sensitive issue and design Questions which " 
/probe that -issue directly*/ J L':^ : /."/'.'//; i- 1 ^-// -VV-" V*'"' i' : V?\ V r 3" : :. 

■ Bradburn and Sudman ( 1980 s 14-19) make a number-pf Suggestion fp 

obtaining ^threatening topics. One of their mo s t " di rec 1 1 y use f ul 

*V" suggestions (p. 15) ca lis for a relatively long question f brmit . They 

form;. Many -people think (thus and so) , what do you think? " The intent bfr 
;'. the lead-in (ma»y people ^. . v ) is of course to make it more acceptable for; 
respondents to express their tfiews (or reasons for 'migration) in " />•"'' " 
responding to the interviewer, a relative stranger. V--- > 

Direct questioning about race as an issue^in migration decisions 
would be? useful, but represents only -gar t of a much more fundamental : 
prob lem . The^ survey data cited in this paper inc luded several 
illustrations of mixed .motives in thvi case instances in ; which, race was 



mentioned in conjunction with some other issue. One might design ways tc 
disentangle such mixtures but^ the more fundamental "problem is that * 
migration decisions are vjery probably not based on single issues or " 
single motives, Much work remains to be done to specify particular 
'mofcives and to devise ways to evaluate the trade-offs th^t must occur in 
migration decision-making. This task is made more complex by the fact 

; th . a ^ " ^ **S e issu ^ : ^ an . ^ * e3C P ec ted ,±9, impinge on migration decision- ■ 
making in diverse ways, e,g*wifh reference to concern about schools, ; 
neighborhoqd eortd it ions ^ and public safety issues;* - * ; ; - 
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... ' DeJong and Favcett (1981:1:5-58) have developed a ! conceptual! k 

• f "° iey0 . rH for . anal y sis -°f individual^ev^l and family-level 

migration dec is ion-making. Their model, as yet untested, can serve as a 
starting point. for- further research. They, specify, firs t -\ a series of 
broad values or goals that might be achieved by migration (e.gl wealth, 
Status, comfort). They also suggest various indicators -of each of those 
goals. Second, they recommend procedure* such as paired-comparisons to 
estimate the priorities attached to various goals. Third, they argue 
tthatj cese a rch r: on^mlgration decx 
designs C • That is, anaiys^ f have typicaTly been 

after the fact, as in the present study. That typg. of design suffers 
fr ° m the » bv ious weakness that a given reason (e.g.. concern about 
schools) does not necessarily distinguish migrants from nbnmigrants. 

Without going Into further detiil on 
conceptual framework for work on decision-making, It should be apparent 
that the task of moving from an abstract economic versus none^onomic 
"reasons" type of analysis to a micro^level drfc is loft-making app5Sach.,is 
■ formidable . Still another suggestion that Be Jong and .fawcett (1981:38) 
make points to the merit of monitoring macro-level factors which might 
influence individ^ 

to Campbell, and Swear ingen's (1983? approach to explaining the 
turnaround. As related to the race issue; for example, Campbell- and 
Swearingen (1983) argue that the upsurge of race riots .luring the I960" s 
»«y help to explain theldramatic reversal in migration patte of the r 
1970'sV By inference, a relative decline in macro- level stimulating 
events would lead one to expect a corresponding decline in migration. 1 
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is not our: purpose here to "specify a research design for ; 
migration decisidn-*iaaking" at; either the micro- or macro-level. < Our ' 
purpose has been to draw attention to race as one of the issues which* may 
hel ? to expi^n the turnaround. Consideration 6f the task of specifying 
ra S|p|g an issue led us to consideration of the broader issue: of devising 
ways to^Tccount for and predict migration patterns. We have at teWp ted to 
deponstrate that it is plausible to hypothesize tlrat race is an issue in 
the> new migration* Like the ; earlier outflow of city; dwellers; to the 
suburbs, the new flow of migrants to more remote rural areas may be a' 
variation on "white flight." As a recent commentator on the new > ' 
migration (Bryan , 1982 * 16) put ; it, >. ..like freedom, 1 moving on 1 is 

Some of suggestions for* further- research may be helpful ih shedding ^ 

light on that darkness. : ; ' 
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i970 



>^: - . : Numerical 

1980- > j£ "increase 



Increase 
; per county 



Percent 
increase 




>The increase 7 In ••other" stCTr:in,pwt-.feom the fa^H ^ in^ 7 ^.?? 05 * ^ 
persons who 'marked th« « other ' race category and .wrote ; in a^panish^desi-g^ 
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Table ? - .SMfe*^ 1 !^^ 

growth counties in North Central Region - * , .• 



Black popular 
rt: ion change in 
decade 
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Change; 1 97p-^980- 



\- Black populatibn 
counties V 1970' " :. - 1980 



Lost blac^ 
population 

Slow to > • -, 
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Rapid gain 

Total 
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d>le 4. Distribution of " enytepnro^ntal,, iTfush!? reasons for leaving- metropolitan residences and illustrative - 



^Reasons- 



VNpn- specific urban "Push 11 



Specific anti-urban ~ / 
A* Grime/ safety 

B.. Race : 
a C, ^School quality/busing;. 



Percent 



Examples" of verbatim statements 



Total. = 12V4 



Total f 16, A: 
V- r - C2.8) 



"Didn ? t like >the cit)t lif e ; was t ired of it and^ant ed : 
to move out" 

''Wanted/ out df the £ity", , • ' ; > " 

^didn't like it there" T :/ - v > V; v '» :■' -;";vV^.-\>; • - 



D . Ne"ighborhood/area ^ 



E ; • FrdMera^ raising , a f ami ly in the 
' . ' city . . •• . \. 7 ' . 



; F . Overcrowding/ congestion 



.11.8) 
(2.6) 
fi-O) 
(5.2) 



■ MI was tired^of, city ; crime" " ■ ' v 

"Colored kids were beating up my children". 
"Didn't feel^ safe, crime" .- 

"Colored people" " '"">; "v, 

"School situation --/ busing and, bad education" 
"For better; schools". -6 ! . 

"Schools .were unsatisfactory" 1 . - ' 

"Didn't- like laying next' to trailer court" . - 
. ."Wanted to leave that area" , ;";.'•:= '-.;;=•'-• 

Y/'Became top impersonal" ' . v 

"Wanted a better place to raise kids" 
"Didn't want children, to grow yp there" "/ 
"Wanted children to grow up A in a nice rural area" 

"It was getting too congested" V . > 

"Too crowded"." " v •- ' " 

"Too. many people, "crime,; blacks" '= \ \ : 
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